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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 1/21/09 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that the combination of record does not teach the claims as 
currently amendment. Namely the prior art of record fails to disclose a single wireless 
interface which is operational with both a wireless networking card and a computing 
device (page 8). 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. In figure 1 1 , Perlman discloses the use of a 
WLAN which connects to a number of computing devices such as PDA 127 and laptop 
130 and a wireless card. Perlman also discloses in paragraphs 35, 38, and 59, the use 
of 802.1 1 for wireless transmission and that a laptop top computer posses a PCI card 
that is 802.1 1 compliant and may also be installed in a TV. The Examiner is unsure if 
applicant intended the amendment to utilize a wireless interface which is operational 
with both a wireless networking card and a computing peripheral based on the later 
claims directed to wireless mice etc. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-7, 13-20 and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Perlman, U.S. Patent Publication 2004/0110468 A1 in view of 
US 2008/1084327 A1 to Ellis. 

Regarding Claim 1 , Perlman discloses a system for accessing video data via 
satellite and wireless signals (page 2, paragraph [0027], lines 2-10), 
comprising: 

a satellite signal receiver (FIG. 6, element 30); 

a wireless signal receiver (figure 11, 128 ), comprising a singular wireless 
interface which is operation with a wireless networking card and a computing 
device 130 (paragraph 59 a WLAN connects a laptop 130 and a wireless receiver 
coupled to a TV); 

video data may be received via the wireless interface and stored in a hard drive 
(paragraphs 44-48) and provided to any TV which receives data via an 802.1 1 
card (paragraph 50, 58) 

a display device for viewing video programming derived from at least one 
of said satellite and wireless signals (FIG. 6, element 26.) 
Perlman does not teach a satellite digital to analog converter and wireless digital 
to analog converter and a junction device configured to receive a satellite analog 
signal and wireless analog signal. 

Ellis discloses in figure 2a (paragraphs 41-42) a system that receives analog and 
digital signals via satellite or terrestrial wireless sources, these signals may be 
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processed via a tune 208/210 and output into a baseband along format. The data 
may be viewed on an analog or digital television, or PC (paragraph 40). An 
electronic program guide may be implemented to help a user select programming 
(paragraph 38, figure 4a). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to modify Perlman to utilize the d/a converters and junction 
device as taught by Ellis in order to implement an electronic program guide 
thereby providing an easy way for a user to select programming to view. 


Regarding Claim 2, Perlman discloses a system wherein said wireless signal 
receiver is adapted to be included in a CDMA network (page 3, paragraph [0035], 
lines 1-6. Although Perlman does not explicitly disclose a CDMA network, his 
invention discloses operating in compliance with spread spectrum standards that 
would meet the claimed limitations.). 

Regarding Claim 3, Perlman discloses a wireless signal receiver comprises a first 
wireless interface (FIG. 3, elements 77 and 71, and page 2, paragraph [0031], lines 
5-7.). 

Regarding Claim 4, although Perlman does not disclose a first wireless interface 
comprised of an aircard, his invention implements a functional equivalent to achieve 
the same results as an aircard (FIG. 3, elements 77 and 71 , and page 2, paragraph 
[0031], lines 5-7.). 
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Regarding Claim 5, although Perlman does not disclose a system wherein said 
aircard is a Type-ll PCMCIA card, his invention discloses the options of using a PC 
card or a PCI card that is IEEE 802.1 1x compliant to enable wireless reception 
(page 3, paragraph [0038], lines 1-10). 

Regarding Claim 6, although Perlman does not explicitly disclose an aircard 
cooperating with a video card and a scan converter to convert said wireless signal 
into a first analog signal which will be recognizable by a television, Perlman 
discloses a functional equivalent process to accomplish similar results (page 7, 
paragraph [0080], lines 8-12.). 

Regarding Claim 7, Perlman discloses a computing device having a memory 
component and a processing component, said computing device being accessible 
through said first wireless interface (page 5, paragraph [0054], lines 1-3). 
Regarding Claim 13, Perlman discloses a system wherein said wireless networking 
card creates a wireless local area network (page 5, paragraph [0053], lines 1-3.) 
Regarding Claim 14, Perlman discloses wherein said wireless local area network is 
one of a 802.11b and a 802.1 1g local area network (page 3, paragraph [0035], lines 
1-6). 

Regarding Claim 15, Perlman discloses a system wherein satellite signal receiver 
and wireless signal receiver are both included in a set-top box (FIG. 6, element 30 
and page 4, paragraph [0049], lines 3-6). 
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Regarding Claim 16, it has been analyzed and rejected for the same reasons set 
forth in the rejections of Claim 1 and Claim 15 above and because the scope of the 
claim is similar. 

Regarding Claim 17, it has been analyzed and rejected for the same reasons set 
forth in the rejection of Claim 2 above and because the scope of the claim is similar. 
Regarding Claim 18, it has been analyzed and rejected for the same reasons set 
forth in the rejection of Claim 4 above and because the scope of the claim is similar. 
Regarding Claim 19, it has been analyzed and rejected for the same reasons set 
forth in the rejection of Claim 5 above and because the scope of the claim is similar. 
Regarding Claim 20, it has been analyzed and rejected for the same reasons set 
forth in the rejection of Claim 6 above and because the scope of the claim is similar. 
Regarding Claim 22, Perlman discloses a set top box for a television (FIG. 6, 
element 30) comprising: 

a first wireless interface for receiving data files via a digital wireless signal 
comprising a video program (figure 11, 128 ), comprising a singular wireless 
interface which is operation with a wireless networking card and a computing 
device 130 (paragraph 59 a WLAN connects a laptop 130 and a wireless receiver 
coupled to a TV) 

a convening system for convening said digital wireless signal into analog so that 
the video program may be viewed on a television (page 7, paragraph [0080], 
lines 8-12.). 
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Perlman does not teach a satellite digital to analog converter and wireless digital 
to analog converter and a junction device configured to receive a satellite analog 
signal and wireless analog signal. 

Ellis discloses in figure 2a (paragraphs 41-42) a STB 1 12 that receives analog 
and digital signals via satellite or terrestrial wireless sources, these signals may 
be processed via a tune 208/210 and output into a baseband along format. The 
data may be viewed on an analog or digital television, or PC (paragraph 40). An 
electronic program guide may be implemented to help a user select programming 
(paragraph 38, figure 4a). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to modify Perlman to utilize the d/a converters and junction 
device as taught by Ellis in order to implement an electronic program guide 
thereby providing an easy way for a user to select programming to view. 

Regarding Claim 23, it has been analyzed and rejected for the same reasons set 
forth in the rejection of Claim 2 above and because the scope of the claim is similar. 


Claims 9-11, 21, and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Perlman in view of Ellis in further view of Parker et al., U.S. 
Patent Publication 2003/0234804. 
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Regarding Claim 9, Perlman does not teach a wireless keyboard for interfacing with 
said computing device the wireless interface. However, Parker discloses a user 
interface system for operating a computer from a distance (Parker, page 1 , 
paragraph [0052], lines 1-5). Parker discloses the flexibility to receive a variety of 
wireless signals. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Perlman with Parker's to 
establish a wireless interface to a computer. The ability to interface wirelessly would 
have been a highly desirable feature. 

Regarding Claim 10, Perlman does not teach a wireless mouse for interfacing with 
said computing device through said wireless interface. However, Parker discloses a 
user interface system for operating a computer from a distance (Parker, page 1 , 
paragraph [0052], lines 1-5). Parker discloses the flexibility to receive a variety of 
wireless signals. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Perlman with Parker's to 
establish a wireless interface to a computer. The ability to interface wirelessly would 
have been a highly desirable feature. 

Regarding Claim 11, Perlman does not teach a wireless camera for interfacing with 
said computing device through said wireless interface enabling video telephony. 
However, Parker discloses a user interface system for operating a computer from a 
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distance (Parker, page 1, paragraph [0052], lines 1-5). Parker discloses the 
flexibility to receive a variety of wireless signals. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Perlman with Parker's to 
establish a wireless interface to a computer. The ability to interface wirelessly would 
have been a highly desirable feature. 

Regarding Claim 21 , it has been analyzed and rejected for the same reasons set 
forth in the rejections of Claims 8-1 1 above and because the scope of the claim is 
similar. 

Regarding Claim 25, it has been analyzed and rejected for the same reasons set 
forth in the rejection of Claim 9 above and because the scope of the claim is similar. 
Regarding Claim 26, it has been analyzed and rejected for the same reasons set 
forth in the rejection of Claim 10 above and because the scope of the claim is 
similar. 

Regarding Claim 27, it has been analyzed and rejected for the same reasons set 
forth in the rejection of Claim 1 1 above and because the scope of the claim is 
similar. 


Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hunter B. Lonsberry whose telephone number is 
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(571)272-7298. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday during 
normal business hours. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Miller can be reached on 571-272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 


/Hunter B. Lonsberry/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2421 
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